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INTRODUCTION 

In  the  last  decade,  the  Near  East  has  attained  inter¬ 
national  significance  in  contemporary  history.  Always  a  center  of 
religion,  culture  and  philosophy,  the  Near  East  is  now  of  primary 
concern  in  our  “cold  war”  world.  Events  shaping  the  destiny  of 
this  crucial  region  are  playing  a  decisive  part  in  the  arena  of  world 
politics — and  propaganda  is  both  a  new  mouthpiece  to  rewrite  the 
past  and  a  deadly  weapon  to  determine  the  future. 

Two  years  ago,  the  Near  East  Report  was  estab¬ 
lished  as  a  Washington  newsletter  reporting  and  interpreting  Ameri¬ 
can  foreign  policy  in  the  Near  East.  Our  puipose,  then  and  now: 
to  sift  out  the  propaganda  and  to  clarify  the  facts.  Our  policy:  to 
provide  a  lucid  analysis  of  developments  as  they  occur.  Our  aim: 
to  contribute  to  a  positive,  constructive  policy  which  will  enlarge 
and  strengthen  the  circle  of  American  friendship  in  the  Near  East. 
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Foreign  Aid 

President  Eisenhower  has  asked  Con¬ 
gress  to  approve  an  authorization  for 
|S.8  billion  for  foreign  aid  for  the 
1967-68  fiscal  year.  It  faces  hard  going 
in  an  economy-minded  Congress  which 
is  determined  to  slash  the  overall  671.8 
billion  budget.  Conservative  Senators 
called  for  reductions  of  a  billion.  But 
its  chances  were  improved  because  the 
President  voluntarily  reduced  his  re¬ 
quest  by  |600  million  before  submitting 
it,  and  because  of  its  emphasis  on  mili¬ 
tary  rather  than  economic  aid,  on  loans 
rather  than  grants. 

The  program  includes  |1.9  billion  for 
weapons  and  military  equipment;  6900 
million  for  defense  support;  6^00  mil¬ 
lion  for  a  new  development  loan  fund; 
6168.9  million  for  technical  assistance; 
and  6300  million  for  special  aid  pro¬ 
grams  including  a  special  emergency 
fund. 

What  is  new  and  attractive  to  Con¬ 
gress  is  the  revolving  loan  fund.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Administration,  for  the  first 
time,  does  not  allocate  proposed  ex¬ 
penditures  by  areas.  There  is  no  way 
of  knowing,  from  the  bill,  how  much 
is  to  be  spent  in  Europe,  the  Near  and 
Far  East  and  South  America.  This 
may  provoke  opposition  in  Congress 
which  does  not  favor  blanket  delega¬ 
tions  of  jealously-preserved  authority 
over  the  Administration's  spending. 

Sec.  Dulles  won  applause  from  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
when  he  testified  on  the  program — a 
sharp  contrast  from  the  hostile  recep¬ 
tion  when  he  piloted  the  Eisenhower 
Doctrine  through  a  skeptical  Senate. 

The  Suez 

The  West  began  using  the  Suez  Canal 
on  Nasser’s  tenns.  Four  U.  S.  destroy¬ 
ers  went  through,  bound  for  the  Per¬ 
sian  Gulf,  paying  tolls  under  protest. 
The  British  ended  their  boycott  and 
began  negotiations  to  end  their  freeze 
on  sterling  payments  to  Eg3n;>t  and  to 
settle  damage  claims  and  counter¬ 
claims.  This  decision  didn’t  deter  Nas¬ 
ser  from  “Egyptianizing”  the  British- 
owned  Marconi  radio,  telegraph  and 
cable  company. 

(Coattaaed  oa  pops  6) 


Don’t  Stand  Still! 

Within  recent  weeks,  the  West  has  won  a  victory  in  the  Near  East 
by  strenfirthening  resistance  to  Nasser  and  the  Communist  ideology. 
The  major  task  now  confronting  the  United  States  is  to  preserve  short 
term  gains  and  turn  them  to  permanent  advantage. 

The  Egyptian  dictator,  who  aspired  to  dominate  the  entire  Arab 
world,  is  now  opposed  by  three  Arab  kings  who  realized  that  Nasser’s 
Communist-inspired  subversion  menaces  their  thrones.  They  were 
moved,  primarily,  by  self-interest;  fortified  by  a  show  of  American 
naval  strength  in  the  Eastern  Mediterranean,  which  demonstrated  that 
our  country  was  prepared  to  carry  out  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine ;  en¬ 
couraged  by  the  swift  defeat  inflicted  on  Nasser  by  Israel  last  October. 

★ 

The  big  question  is  whether  the  three  kings  can  hold  their  thrones 
— and  hold  together.  Weakest  of  the  three  is  Hussein  of  Jordan. 

The  solution  does  not  lie  in  periodic  $10  million  subsidies  for  the 
Arab  Legion.  The  region  needs  measures  to  promote  internal  security 
by  settling  Arab  refugees,  raising  living  standards  and  by  encouraging 
co-operation  between  Jordan  and  Israel. 

One  thinks  immediately  of  the  long-deferred  Jordan  Valley  devel¬ 
opment.  Between  1963  and  1955,  Ambassador  Elric  Johnston  made  five 
trips  to  the  Near  East  to  prove  that  everybody  would  prosper  by  an 
agreement  to  share  water  for  irrigation  in  the  parched  Jordan  V^ey. 
Jordan  stood  to  gain  because  about  200,000  Arabs  would  benefit. 

An  agreement  was  reached  on  division  of  the  water.  But  in  Sep¬ 
tember,  1955,  the  Arab  League  rejected  this  constructive  undertaking, 
which  meant  so  much  to  Jordan’s  people— only  because  it  also  meant 
helping  Israel.  The  project  was  vetoed  by  Syria,  at  the  instigation  of 
Nasser.  It  happened  in  Cairo,  during  the  very  fortnight  when  Nasser 
concluded  his  ^viet  arms  deal.  Is  there  any  reason — any  longer— why 
two  enemies  of  Hussein,  Cairo  and  Damascus,  should  be  allowed  to 
block  a  development  so  essential  to  Hussein’s  survival  ? 

★ 

The  Administration  recently  submitted  its  new  Mutual  Security 
program  to  Congress.  Many  will  ask  whether  it  includes  the  Johnston 
plan  in  the  projects  to  be  financed  by  the  economic  aid  appropriations. 
It  is  only  one  of  a  number  which  should  be  undertaken  in  ^e  region. 

Israel  is  now  taking  in  refugees  from  Egypt  and  Hungary.  Her 
industrial  and  agricultural  plant  should  be  exi»nded,  to  make  these 
newcomers  self-supporting.  The  West  cannot  ignore  the  vital  needs 
of  a  nation  which  is  so  thoroughly  committed  to  democracy. 

Other  measures  should  be  taken  to  curb  Nasser.  His  threat  to 
Europe,  gained  by  his  unchallenged  domination  of  the  Suez  Canal,  can 
be  broken  by  establishing  alternate  routes.  One  of  the  most  economi¬ 
cal  would  be  the  development  of  communications — ^pipeline,  railroad  and 
port  facilities — ^linking  Aqaba  and  the  Mediterranean. 

The  resourcefulness  of  the  United  States  is  now  under  challenge. 
Democracy  will  not  win  if  our  purpose  is  to  shore  up  the  past,  while 
Nasser  and  his  agents  pose  as  prophets  of  the  future.  The  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  Congress  should  take  the  initiative  with  a  program  which 
identifies  America  with  the  needs  of  people  and  promotes  ^e  peace. 
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Israel  Has  Room 
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Sen.  RALPH  E.  FLANDERS  (R)  Vt.  has 
delivered  three  speeches  offering  sug¬ 
gestions  for  a  Middle  East  settlement. 
They  reflect  concern  for  both  Israelis 
and  Arabs.  But  they  conjure  up  bogies 
such  as  the  Arab  shibboleth  that  un¬ 
restricted  immigration  into  Israel  is  a 
menace  to  the  Arab  world  and  that 
“there  can  be  no  peaceful  relations  in 
the  Mid-East”  so  long  as  it  continues. 

Such  statements  actually  defeat  the 
peace  for  they  fortify  Arab  resistance 
to  negotiation  by  raising  false  hopes 
in  Arab  minds  that  Israel  will  have  to 
make  suicidal  concessions. 

This  year  Israel  is  resettling  100,000 
Jewish  refugees  from  Egypt,  Hungary 
and  other  centers  of  oppression.  Most 
men  of  good  will  applaud  this  humani¬ 
tarian  achievement.  In  a  world  of 
closed  frontiers  and  immigration  quo¬ 
tas,  Israel  is  uniquely  dedicated  to  the 
task  of  human  redemption.  There 
could  be  no  more  sordid  anti-climax 
to  this  historic  homecoming  than  the 
erection  of  a  sign  in  the  harbors  of 
Haifa  or  Tel  Aviv:  “No  More  Jews 
May  Enter  Here.” 

Such  a  decree  would  betray  Israel’s 
highest  purpose.  Israel  was  not  cre¬ 
ated  as  an  end  in  itself.  It  was  estab¬ 
lished  with  the  approval  of  both  the 
League  of  Nations  and  the  UN  so  that 
there  might  be  a  place  where  Jews 
were  always  welcome  and  might  enter, 
“as  of  right,  and  not  on  sufferance.” 

Arab  pressures  against  immign^ation 
are  not  new.  They  flared  into  vio¬ 
lence  in  the  1930’s,  forcing  the  Manda¬ 
tory  Power  to  issue  the  1939  White 
Paper,  imposing  drastic  restrictions. 
That  proved  a  death  blow  to  tens  of 
thousands  of  refugees  who  might  have 
escaped  from  Hitter’s  Europe. 

A  new  White  Paper  for  Israel  would 
evoke  the  most  painful  memories  of  a 
bitter  chapter  in  Jewish  history. 

Facts  Against  Fears 

Flanders  is  not  unaware  of  the  in- 
congrruity  of  the  Arab  position.  He 
has  qualified  his  admonition  to  Israel, 
pointing  out  that  if  Egypt  makes  con¬ 
ditions  imnossible  for  Jews  within  her 
borders,  she  cannot  insist  that  they  be 
barred  from  Israel.  “To  put  the  mat¬ 
ter  bluntly,”  Flanders  said,  “if  Jews 
are  driven  from  Cairo,  would  not  a 
request  be  justified  for  the  Gaza  Strip 
as  territory  to  receive  the  population 
increase?” 

This  Gaza  suggestion  indicates  that 
Flanders  believes  that  Israel  is  al¬ 
ready  crowded.  He  warns  that  over¬ 
population  will  lead  to  an  endeavor  to 
take  over  more  territory  for  additional 
living  space  for  the  “teeming  Jewish 
multitudes.” 

The  facts  do  not  justify  Flanders’ 


fears. 

The  majority  of  Israel’s  immigrrants 
came  between  1948  and  1951,  when 
Israel  received  displaced  persons  from 
Germany,  Austria  and  Italy,  and  refu¬ 
gees  from  Eastern  Europe,  as  well  as 
Iraq,  Yemen  and  other  Moslem  coun¬ 
tries.  In  recent  years,  immigration 
has  been  light. 

The  figures  are  as  follows:  1948 
(16  May-31  Dec.)— 101,819;  1949— 
239,076;  1950—169,405;  1961-173,- 

901 ;  1962  —  23,376;  1963  —  10,347 ; 
1964—17,471;  1966—36,303;  1966-64,- 
926.  Total  immigration.  May  16,  1948 
—Dec.  31,  1966—826,622. 

Today,  there  are  1,667,466  Jews  and 
204,936  non-Jews  in  Israel.  The  coun¬ 
try  is  underpopulated. 

The  population  density  in  Israel  is 
only  234.  This  may  seem  high  to 


Senator  Flanders’  curious  attack 
on  Zionism — for  what  Zionism 
isn’t — contrasts  with  the  statement 
made  by  former  Prime  Minister 
Winston  Churchill  in  Washington  in 
June  1954.  He  said: 

“I  am  a  Zionist.  Let  me  make 
that  clear.  I  was  one  of  the  original 
ones,  after  the  Balfour  Declaration, 
and  I  have  worked  faithfully  for  it. 

“I  think  it  a  most  wonderful  thing 
that  this  community  should  have 
established  itself,  so  effectively  turn¬ 
ing  the  desert  into  fertile  gardens 
and  thriving  townships,  and  should 
have  afforded  a  refuge  to  millions 
of  their  co-religionists  who  had  suf¬ 
fered  so  fearfully  under  the  Hitler, 
and  not  only  under  the  Hitler  perse¬ 
cution.  .  .  . 

“I  have  the  greatest  regard  for  the 
Arabs,  too.  Really,  I  think  we  ought 
to  he  ahle,  somehow  or  other,  to  use 
our  influence  from  every  quarter  to 
make  them  work  out  a  plan  together. 

“It  is  so  easy  to  reduce  what  little 
there  is  of  that  part  of  the  world  to 
the  desert,  to  the  level  of  the  desert, 
and  that  is  all  that  can  be  done  by 
their  quarrels;  whereas  by  agree- 
menU  and  so  forth,  we  may  be  able 
to  greatly  increase  the  population 
who  can  live  in  that  area.  .  .  .  We 
can  bring  a  harmony  there  which 
will  he  a  security  and  not  an  ele¬ 
ment  of  anxiety  in  the  Middle  EasL 
Let  ns  he  tolerant  and  let  us  he 
friendly,  and  let  us  support  Arah 
rights  and  hdp  forward  the  legiti* 
mate  Zionist  aspirations.** 


Flanders  because  Vermont’s  popula¬ 
tion  is  only  40.7  per  square  mile,  and 
increased  only  five  per  cent  beween 
1940  and  1960. 

Many  states  and  countries  have  pop¬ 
ulation  densities  far  greater.  It  is 
about  750  per  square  mile  in  Belgium, 
830  in  the  land  area  of  the  Nether¬ 
lands,  666  in  the  United  Kingdom,  308 
in  Switzerland  and  260  in  Denmark. 

New  Jersey,  about  the  size  of  Israel, 
has  a  population  density  of  642;  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  696;  Connecticut,  409. 

In  the  Arab  world,  Lebanon  has  a 
population  density  of  368.  If  this  were 
a  true  criterion,  Israel  would  have  far 
more  to  fear  from  Lebanon  than  Leb¬ 
anon  from  Israel.  In  truth,  neither 
has  anything  to  fear  from  the  other. 

Indeed,  if  population  density  men¬ 
aces  Middle  East  peace,  it  is  not  be¬ 
cause  of  Israel;  it  is  because  of  the 
huge  concentrations  of  Arab  refugees 
in  Gaza,  the  Jordan  Valley  and  Syria, 
pressing  on  Israel’s  frontiers.  They 
are  denied  resettlement  in  Arab  coun¬ 
tries,  where  there  is  room  and  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  them,  such  as  in  oil-rich 
Iraq  with  a  population  density  of  only 
30  per  square  mile. 

The  Middle  East  would  be  much 
nearer  to  peace  and  stability  if  the 
Arab  states  would  substitute  co-oper¬ 
ation  for  agitation — if  the  Arab  states 
were  to  resettle  the  Arab  refugees  as 
Israel  has  resettled  some  400,000  Jew¬ 
ish  refugees  from  Moslem  countries. 

The  Arabs  exaggerate  future  Jewish 
immigration  into  Israel.  Because  of 
Hitler,  the  total  world  Jewish  popula¬ 
tion  is  only  about  12  million.  About 
half  live  in  the  Americas  and  about 
one  million  in  Western  Europe.  Very 
few  immigrants  have  gone  to  Israel 
from  this  hemisphere.  About  three 
million  are  barred  from  Israel  by  the 
Iron  Curtain.  The  “teeming  multi¬ 
tudes”  of  which  Senator  Flanders 
speaks  simply  do  not  exist. 

How  many  can  Israel  resettle?  No 
one  really  knows.  Absorptive  capa¬ 
city  is  not  a  static  concept.  It  can  be 
enlarged  by  irrigation,  conservation 
and  industrial  development.  Many 
experts  believe  that  Israel  can  support 
four  million.  Certainly  she  can  settle 
all  who  can  come  in  this  generation. 

To  suggest  that  1,600,000  Jews  in  an 
area  of  8,000  square  miles  threaten  the 
nine  Arab  League  states  with  66,636,- 
000  people  in  an  area  of  2,999,150 
square  miles  is  like  saying  that  a  state 
tk«  size  of  New  Jersey,  with  only  about 
one-third  of  its  population,  presents  a 
danger  to  an  area  larger  than  the  en¬ 
tire  United  States. 

Why,  then,  do  the  Arabs  fabricate 
the  menace?  Naturally  the  Arabs  per¬ 
sist  in  every  effort  to  contract  lord's 
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immigration  and  thus  stunt  h«r  pro¬ 
ductivity  and  limit  and  weaken  her 
security  forces.  The  Arabs  hope  to 
liquidate  Israel,  either  by  blockade  or 
by  military  means.  Manifestly,  the 
fewer  the  Israelis,  the  easier  to  at¬ 
tain  the  goal. 

Zionists  Want  Paace 

Senator  Flanders  is  a  righteous  man 
and  it  is  therefore  deplorable  that  he 
has  accepted  and  dignified  Arab  epi¬ 
thets.  Arab  propagandists  have  long 
worked  to  make  Zionism  a  “hate  word.” 
They  have  been  assisted  by  irrespon¬ 
sible  hate-mongers  who  smear  and  libel 
groups  and  movements  they  dislike. 
It  is  most  disheartening  to  hear  Flan¬ 
ders  describe  Zionism  as  expansion¬ 
ist  and  to  assert  that  the  Zionist 
ideology  is  as  threatening  to  the  Israel 
and  Arab  worlds  as  is  the  communist 
ideology.  Such  statements  are  un¬ 
worthy  of  Flanders.  They  defame  mil¬ 
lions  of  Christians  and  Jews  who 
helped  the  Zionist  movement  to  re¬ 
store  the  Jewish  national  home,  in¬ 
cluding  such  distinguished  Americans 
as  Vermont’s  own  Calvin  Coolidge. 

Contrary  to  what  Senator  Flanders 
has  been  told,  responsible  Zionist  lead¬ 
ers  harbor  no  ambitions  to  expand  Is¬ 
rael.  There  are  some  Zionists  who  are 
unreconciled  to  Jordan’s  annexation 
of  parts  of  Palestine  in  1948.  But  they 
are  very  much  in  the  minority. 

Leaders  of  the  world  Zionist  move¬ 
ment  and  the  leaders  of  the  State  of 
Israel  have  always  sought  peace  with 
the  Arab  states.  If  Senator  Flanders 
will  read  the  speeches  of  Prime  Min¬ 
ister  Ben  Gurion  of  Israel,  he  will  find 
the  offer  of  a  peace  treaty  guarantee¬ 
ing  the  existing  frontiers — repeated 
over  and  over.  If  the  Arab  statM  had 
any  real  basis  for  their  alleged  fears  of 
Israel,  they  would  quickly  accept  her 
standing  offers  of  peace.  The  real 
problem  in  the  Middle  Boat  is  the  eon- 
ttnuing  Arab  refusal  to  negotiate. 

★ 

Far  from  being  expansionist,  Zion¬ 
ism  has  worked  for  intensive  develop¬ 
ment  in  Israel — not  to  gain  territory 
but  to  stimulate  productivity. 

These  are  goals  which  Senator  Flan¬ 
ders  heartily  approves.  He  says: 

“Israel  has  a  great  constructive  func¬ 
tion  in  the  Mid-East.  She  is  showing 
that  great  region  what  can  be  done 
with  its  natural  resources.  These  are 
meager  as  measured  by  our  abundance. 
But  hard  work,  intelligence  and  capital 
have  fulfilled  the  prophecy  of  Isaiah 
.  .  .  Israel  is  indeed  the  grreat  experi¬ 
ment  station  of  the  Middle  East.  I^at 
she  can  do  with  land  and  water,  rock 
and  soil,  plants  and  flocks,  is  applicable 
to  hundreds  of  thousands  of  square 
miles  of  undeveloped  areas  of  the  Arab 
world.” 

Every  Zionist  will  applaud  these 
statements  for  they  are  eloquent  ex¬ 
pressions  of  Zionist  concept.  It  is  an 
ironic  paradox  that  Flanders  should 
have  bMn  so  generous  in  his  praise  for 
the  ideals  of  Zionism  in  a  speech  which 
goes  to  such  extravagant  lengths  to 
impugn  Zionism  for  something  it  isn’t. 


Thirty  Congressmen  took  the  floor 
of  the  House  in  turn,  Monday,  May  6, 
to  praise  Israel  on  its  ninth  independ¬ 
ence  day  anniversary.  In  succeeding 
days  nine  additional  Representatives 
and  Senators  joined  in  this  tribute. 
These  39  Congressmen  are:  Represent¬ 
atives  HUGH  J.  AODONIZIO  (D)  N.  J.; 
VICTOR  L.  ANFVSO  (D)  N.  Y.;  WILLIAM 
A.  BARRETT  (D)  Penna.;  alvin  m.  bent- 
ley  (R)  Mich.;  edward  p.  boland 
(D)  Mass.;  CHARLES  A.  BOYLE  (D)  Ill.; 
GORDON  CANFIELD  (R)  N.  J.;  EMANUEL 
CELLER  (D)  N.  Y.;  MARGUERITE  STITT 
CHURCH  (R)  Ill.;  ALBERT  W.  CRETELLA 

(R)  Conn.;  glenn  cunningham  (R) 
Neb.;  Laurence  curtis  (R)  Mass.; 

JOHN  D.  DINGELL  (D)  Mich.;  ISIDORE 
DOLUNGER  (D)  N.  Y.;  FLORENCE  P. 
DWYER  (R)  N.  J.;  LEONARD  FARBSTEIN 
(D)  N.  Y.;  DANIEL  J.  FLOOD  (D) 
Pa.;  SAMUEL  N.  FRIEDEL  (D)  Md.; 
MARTHA  W.  GRIFFITHS  (D)  Mich.;  ROB- 
□tT  W.  KEAN  (R)  N.  J.;  KENNETH  B. 
KEATING  (R)  N.  Y.;  EDNA  F.  KELLY 
(D)  N.  Y.;  EUGENE  J.  KEOGH  (D) 
N.  Y.;  JOHN  W.  MCCORMACK  (D) 

Mass.;  Gordon  l.  mcdonough  (R) 
Calif.;  ABRAHAM  J.  MULTEB  (D)  N.  Y.; 
BARRATT  O’HARA  (D)  Ill.;  THOMAS  M. 
PELLEY  (R)  Wash.;  A.  c.  powell,  jr. 
(D)  N.  Y.;  HENRY  8.  RBUSS  (D)  Wise.; 
PETiai  W.  RODINO,  JR.  (D)  N.  J.;  EDITH 
NOURSE  ROGERS  (R)  Mass.;  james 
ROOSEVELT  (D)  Calif.;  john  j.  rooney 
(D)  N.  Y.;  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  (R) 
Pa.:  CLEMENT  J.  ZABLOCKI  (D)  Wise. 

Also  Senators  ntviNG  M.  rvES  (R) 
N.  Y.;  JACOB  K.  jAvrrs  (R)  N.  Y.;  and 
H.  ALEXANDER  SMITH  (R)  N.  J. 

The  State  Department  favors  de¬ 
velopment  of  alternate  routes  to  the 
Suez  ineluding  eonstruetion  of  new 
pipelines.  Under  Secretary  of  State 
Christian  A.  Herter  informed  Senator 
JACOB  K.  JAVITS  (R)  N.  Y.,  Ml  an  «x- 
ehange  of  eorrespondenee  over  the  Sen¬ 
ate  resolution  urging  eoUeetive  action 
by  our  Government  and  other  Suez 
Canal  users  to  establish  alternate 
routes  to  the  Suez.  Sponsors  of  the 
resolution  are:  Senators  jAvrrs,  beall 
(R)  Md.,  DOUGLAS  (D)  Ill.,  HUMPHREY 
(D)  Minn.,  ives  (R)  N.  Y.,  and  neu- 
BERGER  (D)  Ore. 

Sec.  DnOes  added  a  new  explanation 
to  the  State  Department’s  list  for  yidd- 
ing  to  Sanili  Arabia’s  ban  on  American 
Jewish  servicemen  when  he  told  his 
press  conference  (April  2S)  that  he  did 
not  find  King  Sand  receptive  to  a  die. 
enssion  of  this  matter  heconse  “he  had 
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not  been  given  non-discriminatory  treat¬ 
ment  on  his  arrival  in  New  York.” 

Back  in  February  195fi,  Secretary 
Dulles  attributed  the  ban  to  religious 
reasons,  to  the  “very  particular  animos¬ 
ity  towards  Jews”  alleged  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  be  held  by  the  Arabs  since  the 
time  of  Mohammed.  The  contradiction 
is  clear  between  this  statement  and  die 
one  by  Assistant  Sec.  of  State  Robert 
C.  Hill  in  April  1957,  when  he  said  the 
discrimination  was  not  the  result  of 
religious  reasons  but  was  related  to 
“tensions  arising  from  the  Arab-Israeli 
dispute.” 

The  need  for  developing  shale  oil 
resources  in  this  country  was  stressed 
on  the  Senate  floor  (May  IS)  by  Sen. 
JOSEPH  c.  o’mahonby  (D)  Wyo.  Re¬ 
viewing  our  Middle  East  oil  operation, 
he  pointed  out  that  oU  rather  than  free¬ 
dom  was  our  major  concern.  Said  the 
Senator: 

"...  We  talk  of  freedom,  but  I 
venture  to  say  that  no  one  would  be 
talking  about  sending  our  Sixth  Fleet 
to  the  eastern  end  of  the  Mediterranean 
Sea,  or  talking  about  drafting  our  sol¬ 
diers  for  military  activity,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  fact  that  unless  we  did  so 
the  oil  area  would  fall  into  the  hands 
of  our  potential  enemy,  Soviet  Russia.” 

A  devastating  legal  attack  on  Egrypt* 
ian  justification  for  seizing  the  Suez 
Canal,  delivered  by  the  Hon.  Georgre 
A.  Finch,  President  of  the  Inter-Ameri¬ 
can  Academy  of  Comparative  and  In¬ 
ternational  Law,  was  spread  in  the 
Conqressiorutl  Record  by  Rep.  Lawrence 
H.  Smith  (R)  Wis.  (Page  A3588).  Not¬ 
ing  U.  S.  reliance  on  international  law, 
Smith  added:  “Is  it  not  strangle,  there¬ 
fore,  that  we  find  our  own  Government 
and  others  too,  who  have  failed  to 
challenge  the  legality  of  the  Egyptian 
nationalization  decree  on  Suez.” 

Brusque  treatment  by  Administration 
ofliciols  has  several  House  members 
smarting.  Latest  incident  took  place 
when  Deputy  Attorney  General  William 
P.  Rogers  and  Immigration  Commis¬ 
sioner  J.  M.  Swing  sent  last  minute  can- 
cdlation  to  House  Judiciary  Committee 
where  they  were  to  have  been  ques¬ 
tioned  on  May  23  about  the  Admin  istra- 
tion’s  refusal  to  admit  Egyptian  Jewish 
refugees  and  the  Hungarian  refugee 
program.  Committee  Chairman  Rep. 
Emanuel  CeUer  (D)  N.  Y.,  and  Rep. 
Francis  E.  Walter  (D)  Pa.,  said  the 
action  was  “nnpartlonable”  and  “die* 
courteous.” 
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But  the  French  were  bitterly  unrec¬ 
onciled.  Dissatisfied  with  the  UN’s 
failure  to  challenge  Nasser,  the  French 
appealed  to  the  Security  Council  to 
compel  Egypt  to  adhere  to  the  six  prin¬ 
ciples,  safeguarding  free  passage  for 
all  nations,  which  were  approved  by 
the  UN  and  accepted  by  Egypt  last 
October.  The  two-day  disciusion  ended 
without  action,  presumably  because  the 
West  didn’t  want  to  give  the  USSR  an 
opportunity  to  rescue  Egypt  with  a 
veto.  But  America’s  Ambassador 
Lodge,  who  was  presiding,  used  the 
occasion  to  summarize  the  differences 
and  to  ask  Egypt  to  explain  why  she 
had  not  yet  formally  accepted  com¬ 
pulsory  jurisdiction  of  the  World  Court 
to  settle  disputes. 

The  West  won’t  submit  to  Nasser 
indefinitely.  Prime  Minister  Macmil¬ 
lan  told  Commons  of  British  plans  to 
by-pass  Suez  with  giant  tankers  and 
through  new  Near  East  pipelines. 
Also  in  London,  17  major  oil  companies 
met  on  plans  for  a  1500  mile,  $840 
million  pipeline  across  Iraq  and  Tur¬ 
key — a  route  far  longer,  and  more 
hazardous  than  the  Aqaba-Mediterra¬ 
nean  line  across  southern  Israel. 

Israel  Shipping 

The  real  test  of  Nasser’s  domination 
of  Suez  will  come  when  Israel  carries 
out  her  intention,  announced  on  May 
14,  to  send  a  ship  through  the  Canal. 
Although  the  Constantinople  Conven¬ 
tion  of  1888  provides  that  the  Canal 
must  be  open  to  all  ships  in  peace  or 
war,  and  the  UN  Security  Council  has 
ruled  that  Egypt  may  not  bar  Israel 
shipping  under  the  UN  armistice  agree¬ 
ment,  Egypt  reacted  to  the  Israel  dec¬ 
laration  by  threatening  to  invoke  the 
right  of  self-defense.  The  U.S.  and 
Britain  continue  to  uphold  Israel’s 
rights.  At  a  May  15  press  conference, 
Sec.  Dulles  said  that  the  U.S.  would  not 
oppose  Israel’s  plan,  would  object  to 
use  of  force  and  “would  certainly  not 
approve’’  action  by  Egypt  to  bar  Israel 
ships.  Prime  Minister  Macmillan,  who 
also  upheld  Israel’s  position,  suggested 
that  pressure  on  Egypt  through  the 
UN  was  to  be  preferred  to  the  World 
Court.  Eleven  Arab  envoys  failed  in 
an  effort  to  get  Secretary  Dulles  to 
modify  his  stand.  The  Cairo  radio  bit¬ 
terly  attacked  the  Eisenhower-DuUes 
stand. 

Thro«  Kings 

The  balance  of  hatreds  has  shifted  in 
the  Arab  world.  Angered  by  the  plot¬ 
ting  of  Egyptian  envoys  in  Jordan 
and  in  his  own  capital.  King  Sand 
spent  four  days  in  Baghdad  with  King 
Faisal,  healin;*  a  long  breach  between 
Saudi  Arabia  axf  Iraq,  reaching  new 
economic  and  political  agreements,  end¬ 
ing  Iraq’s  isolation,  and  isolating  the 
pro-Conunnnist  Egyptian-Syrian  axis. 
Still  under  Egyptian  pressure.  King 
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Hussein  remained  in  Amman  but  his 
top  advisor,  Hazza  Majali,  went  to 
Baghdad  to  ask  for  $21  million  which 
Jordan  will  need  for  her  budget  if 
Egypt  and  Syria  fail  to  keep  Uieir 
promise  to  compensate  Jordan  for  the 
loss  of  the  British  subsidy.  Saud  will 
visit  Jordan  in  June.  Syria  announced 
that  she  was  withdrawing  her  troops 
from  Jordan  at  the  latter’s  request.  She 
later  protested  to  Jordan. 

Iraq  and  other  Baghdad  Pact  coun¬ 
tries  will  be  strengthened  by  the  United 
States,  which  has  committed  $12,570,- 
000  of  Eisenhower  Doctrine  funds,  and 
by  Great  Britain,  $5,600,000.  Pro¬ 
jected  are  railroads  and  highways  link¬ 
ing  Iraq,  Turkey,  Iran  and  Pakistan. 

The  United  States  is  pleased  by  the 
attitude  of  the  three  kings,  apparently 
on  the  theory  that  Nasser  can  be 
checked — not  by  frontal  attack  but  by 
rivalry.  The  British  are  skeptical.  In 
London  it  is  argued  that  the  kings  will 
try  to  gain  Arab  public  opinion  by  out¬ 
doing  Nasser  in  demagogic  nationalism. 
The  communique  by  Saud  and  Faisal, 
while  scoring  interference  by  one  Arab 
state  in  the  affairs  of  another  (inter¬ 
preted  as  a  warning  to  Nasser  and 
Syria)  supported  the  Eg3rptian  block¬ 
ade  of  Suez  and  Aqaba,  and  denounced 
Zionism,  imperialism,  communism  and 
French  action  in  Algeria.  It  offered 
little  hope  for  a  realistic  and  moderate 
search  for  solutions  of  Near  East  con¬ 
flicts. 

Purges 

Purges  of  pro-Egyptian  elements  are 
under  way  in  Iraq,  which  is  getting  rid 
of  teachers  sent  in  from  Cairo,  and  in 
Jordan,  where  there  has  been  a  violent 
shake-up  of  government,  involving  for¬ 
mer  top  officials.  In  Egsrpt,  Nasser  an¬ 
nounced  that  National  Assembly  elec¬ 
tions  would  be  held  on  July  3,  the  first 
since  King  Farouk’s  ouster,  but  next 
day  he  proclaimed  the  death  penalty  for 
such  crimes  as  insulting  the  President, 
spreading  rumors  and  distributing  leaf¬ 
lets. 

Other  Developments 

Israel  subscribed  to  the  purposes  of 
the  Eisenhower  Doctrine  and  the  United 
States  issued  a  statement  expressing 
support  for  the  principles  and  objec¬ 
tives  stated  by  Israel.  Moscow  lost  no 
opportunity.  It  promptly  attacked  Is¬ 
rael,  warned  her  that  she  was  taking  a 
“dangerous  path.” 

Syria  asked  the  Security  Council  to 
order  Israel  to  demolish  a  light  bridge 
which  Israel  has  erected,  within  Israel 
territory,  in  connection  with  the  drain¬ 
age  of  the  Lake  Huleh  marshes.  The 
UN  truce  chief  has  denied  Syria’s  claim 
that  the  bridge  affected  the  military 
balance  and  violated  the  demilitarized 
zone  agreonent  of  the  Syrian-Israel 
armistice. 

Three  attacks  by  Jordanian  maraud¬ 
ers  in  the  Negev,  40  miles  north  of 
Elath,  left  three  Israelis  wounded  and 
one  killed. 
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An  Open  Sore 

So  the  failure  to  develop  constructive 
plans  for  permanent  resettlement  is  not 
attributable  simply  to  the  lack  of  the 
necessary  wit  or  means.  The  Arab 
states  don’t  want  the  refugees  settled, 
for  if  they  were  they  would  lose  their 
most  potent  propaganda  piece  against 
Israel.  As  Ralph  Galloway,  until  re¬ 
cently  head  of  United  Nations  relief  in 
Jordan,  has  said,  “The  Arab  states  do 
not  want  to  solve  the  refugee  problem. 
They  want  to  keep  it  an  open  sore,  as 
an  affront  to  the  United  Nations  and 
as  a  weapon  against  Israel.  Arab 
leaders  don’t  give  a  damn  whether  the 
refugees  live  or  die.” 

— The  Very  Reverend  Jamee  A. 
Pike,  Dean  of  the  Cathedral  of 
St.  John  the  Divine,  N.  Y., 
May  19 

Another  Munich? 

Nasser  is  obviously  playing  for  time 
to  nail  down  his  absolute  control  of  the 
canal  as  a  fait  accompli.  Should  the 
Security  Council  remain  paralyzed  by 
a  Soviet  veto,  there  is  still  the  General 
Assembly,  where  there  is  no  veto  and 
where  any  recommendations  Mr.  Ham- 
marskjold  makes  are  likely  to  be  ac¬ 
cepted. 

Meanwhile  the  major  maritime  na¬ 
tions  resume  use  of  the  canal  on  a 
provisional  “trial”  basis,  but  still  on 
Nasser’s  terms.  Should  these  terms 
became  permanent,  Suez  is  bound  to 
go  down  in  history  alongside  of  Munich, 
Yalta  and  Potsdam,  of  Pragrue  and 
Berlin,  as  another  symbol  of  Western 
defeat,  with  consequences  that  cannot 
yet  be  calculated. 

— New  York  Timee,  May  tS 

Persuasion 

We  think  the  United  States  can  do 
a  great  deal  to  reconcile  the  Arab 
states  with  Israel.  The  part  that  it 
should  do,  we  believe,  is  to  make  it 
quite  clear  that  there  can  be  no  suc¬ 
cessful  aggression,  that  we  are  here  to 
stay  in  full  integrity  and  independ¬ 
ence;  in  other  words,  to  guarantee  our 
frontier  and  to  strengthen  os  economi¬ 
cally.  I  think  that  H  these  processes 
go  forward,  the  Arab  governments  will 
realistically  determine  very  soon  that 
Israel  will  not  be  wiped  off  the  face 
of  the  earth  by  the  winds  of  hatred 
or  vengeance,  and  therefore,  they  might 
as  weU  sit  down  and  see  what  advan¬ 
tage  can  be  derived  from  our  existence 
for  them  as  well  as  for  ns. 

— Itrael  Ambaaeador  Abba  Ebon. 
Interview  on  WRO€~TV  by  Rep. 
Kenneth  B.  Keating  (R)  N.  Y., 
May  t6 
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